
Fink, Robert - NY

From: Fink, Robert - NY
Sent: Thursday, February 10, 2000 10:29 AM
To: ‘azuIrichQ~
Subject: RE:

As for your inquire aboutwhattheymeantin the letteraboutawillingnessto negotiateMarc’s surrender,that is
not necessarilyintendedto bea facetiouscomment.I havehad“discussions”aboutthis in thepast.At those
times theoffice offered to do avarietyof things,noneofwhich arenecessarily stifl on the table.First, I was
told at onepoint that theywould droptheRICO chargeif wewantedif Marc camein. Theywould also agreein
advanceon bail, etc. so that he would not beincarceratedpendingtrial (althoughhewould haveto surrender
hispassport).Theyalsosaidtheywouldmeetwith the lawyers,professors, etc anddo a full reviewbefore
proceeding to a trial to makesurethat upon careful examination theystoodon thestrengthof their case.But
they werenotwilling to do thefull examinationwhile Marcremainedoff shoreandcouldsimply turn downthe
bestdealavailableafterall ofthework. Saiddifferently, theywerewilling to negotiateif theyknewthat, one
wayor theother,thematterwould be resolvedeitherat thebargainingtableor attrial.
The only other alternative offered was to simply pleato one or more felony counts,and they (Otto) wereopen to
discussionon this issue.
As for your otherquestion,to thebestof my knowledge,otherthanthenegativeanswer,all othermatters
remainthe same.
I will let youknowwhenI know more.
Best regards,Bob

—-Original Message—--- -

From: AvnerAzulay
Sent: Thursday, February lU, 2U00 10:00 AM
To: Fink, Robert - NY
Subject: Re:

I am not exactly surprised. I foresaw this answer from the moment I read JQs ltr.I hate to say that told you so”..1
was surprised by JO’s optimistic report. Although he was quite careful in pointing out the pending problems. MR sent
me a copy of the answer.Do I read correctly the para that says that they are willing to negotiate his “surrender”??Do
we have an idea on what is there to negotiate ? was this discussed in the past? The present impasse leaves us with
only one other option:the unconventional approach which has not yet been
tried and which I have been proposing all along.Other than the negative answer from the DOJ-NYSD- all aother
factors remain the same.What do you say? regards-Avner

Fink, Robert - NY wrote:

> We received a negative response to our overture from Shira. She said her
> office will not negotiate whHe Marc is away, and that the DoJ agrees. JQ
> was surprised and disappointed that the DoJ had agreed even though he had
> not heard from Eric. He called Eric who said that he had not seen the letter
> and JQ faxed it to him. JQ hopes to speak to him later today (and I have a
> call into JQ as a reminder). I told Marc earlier today but had hoped to
> know Eric’s position before I did so at least I could give him the whole
> picture. will speak to you tomorrow if you call and give you a full
> update, although there is not much more to say. Let me know if you want me
> to fax a copy of their letter, and if so, where and when.
> Disappointed in New York, Bob
>

> The e-mail address and domain name of the sender changed on November 1, 1999. Please update your records.
>
> The information contained in this communication may be confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient
named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication, or any of its contents, is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please re-send this communication to the sender and
delete the origina’ message and any copy of it from your computer system.
> Thank you.
>
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